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13 — | Japanese Peace Treaty: Up until ast 48 fours, the Japanese Peace Treaty moved — or 
seemed to be moving — inexorably towards“wite fmended passage by the U.S. Senate, thereafter to 













vhat remain the law of this land. But suddenly, night before last, it stopped. For there was exploded a 
bombshell which seemed likely, at the eleventh hour, to remove the danger to American sovereignty 

may which “one world” elements in the State Department had cleverly inserted. 
the The bombshell was the submission of reservations or amendments to preserve the sovereignty of 


the U.S.. State Department intelligence officers had foreseen this obstacle to passage of the treaty and 
free [| had been working energetically to prevent it. They had been, of course, attributing it solely to 
and | Senater Jenner (Indiana, Rep.). The Indianan had warned that the Treaty would, unless properly 
amended, give the Executive the power to subordinate American sovereignty to the will of the United 
Nations. (On December 26 last, this column showed up this verbal “sneak attack on the Constitution” 
want || in detail). But, dismissing Jenner as just a midwestern “isolationist” was not to prove very effective 
an this time. 


t the 


»mes 





For, day before yesterday, members gasped when Jenner introduced his reservations as a joint pro- 
posal with a colleague, and revealed who was his partner in this proposal to amend the Treaty. It was 
sary no less than Senator Margaret Chase Smith of Maine — long hailed by Administration columnists as one of 
the leaders of the “‘internationalist wing” of the Republican Party. Sen. Smith, it may be recalled, had 


to 
, served as a delegate to UNESCO, attended international conferences and was bracketed with Flanders, 
Aiken, Duff and Lodge as “progressive” and “internationally minded” 
n to This combination, indeed, surprised the Senate and may affect votes. But, whatever the outcome 


most § of the voting, the effort of Senators Margaret Chase Smith and William E. Jenner will stand out as 
one of the most gallant in recent years. 


lace 

| ' Not the least memorable words in the debate were those in a telegram sent by Frank E. Holman, 

ad. former President of the American Bar Association, who has been fighting the danger to American law 
from treaty provisions and UN decisions. Mr. Holman in his wire urged great caution in ratifying the 

asl Japanese Treaty saying: “It constitutes a backdoor attempt to secure Senate approval of many of the 


dangerous features of the [UN] declaration of human rights, the genocide convention and the ‘draft 
n in covenant of human rights.” 


nish 
Pentagon Fever: So far as the Pentagon is concerned, up to last week there were no plans for 
’ replacement of General Eisenhower previous to the lst of July. So we hear. The Pentagon is anxious 
y to — to have an approximate date, so that it can prepare details for a shift. 

@ One man who is no hero in this building of heroes is General Grow. When the Russians photo- 
anil stated his diary and published some passages from it in the Communist press of Eastern Germany, 


Pentagon ears were red. Those published entries showed Grow expressing a desire for an immediate 
to a preventive war. But what worries the Pentagon are not the passages published, but some other 
passages which the Commies did not publish. Grow knew too much and told his diary too much 
about certain high military matters. And the Russians, it is assumed, photostated the: whole dairy. 


the 


@ Never — writes our Pentagon correspondent — have the services been so “disunified”. The 
Navy hates and is jealous of the Air Force because the latter has the lion’s share of funds. Air, on 
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the other hand, is very disgruntled because of the aircraft procurement cutback. The Army is angry 
with the two other services and suspects them of surreptitiously backing the Hoover “air-sea” thesis, 


@ Mr. Truman dislikes General Collins, Chief of the Army, and has rather rudely turned him down 
on several matters dear to Collins’ heart. Collins says he does not know why he’s in bad with the 
President. But, there is little dissent to the opinion that Joe Collins’ days are numbered. 


@ General Vandenberg, Chief of the Air Force, kept his place for another year, by a hair’s breadth, 
He’s been feuding with his civilian superior, Secretary of Air Finletter, who wanted to replace him 
now. Finletter thought that Vandenberg was talking too much in public. The White House, however, 
decided that Van should be kept “until after the election” (a phrase which may solve many things 
in coming months). But meanwhile Finletter has, in effect, told Vandenberg to “shut up”. 


Farm Front: The Democratic High Command has taken a move which tips its hand, on the vital 
question of “how to win without the South”. Ever since Sen. Russell declared his bid for Demo. 
cratic nomination for President, there has been intense discussion in Government circles about how to 
counter this menace. Hence, when the Democratic GHQ launched a strong campaign during the past 
week to line up the farm vote, those who are familiar with Administration power politics perceived 
the answer to the $64 question. 


The left-wing intellectuals, the ADA, were a little too glib, on the morrow of Russell’s announce. 
ment. They breathed assurance that victory would be certain since Southern Democratic opposition to 
the White House would consolidate all minority groups in the North behind the President (assuming 
he will run). But they neglected to add that another powerful group was needed to put over a 
winning campaign in such circumstances. However, the machine politicos didn’t forget. 


They had by no means forgotten that the farmers were largely responsible for Dewey’s defeat 
in 1948. Secretary of Interior Chapman and Secretary of Agriculture Brannan, with Truman as the 
“whistle-stop Charlie McCarthy”, staged an aggressive campaign during those months of *48 when the 
GOP was snubbing the farm vote. It was that rural vote in Illinois, Ohio, Wisconsin and Iowa which 
turned those states into the Democratic column. 


This year, the Democratic GHQ feels confident of carrying New York (lost in 1948 because of 
the Wallace vote) and other big industrial states. But, the supreme effort must be made to win Northem 
agricultural areas. If they are successful, they can afford to lose most of the South. (The Democrats 
feel sure that, even if there is a real revolt in the South, they can keep Arkansas, Tennessee and North 
Carolina.) In short, the objective is — split the South and win rural areas in the Middle West. 


The drive for this objective which started in the past few days was marked by President Truman's 
letter to the National Farmers Union annual convention in Dallas. The Union is the left-wing farm 
organization. The President backed Rural Electrification and help for soil conservation practices, 
two popular handout measures. The largest farmers’ organization, the Farm Bureau Federation, 
under President Allan Kline, has been urging reduction in appropriations for these activities. Brannan 
who hates Kline (the feeling is reciprocated) now cries that Kline has made a deal with Taft: to throw 
the Farm Bureau vote to the Ohioan and Taft will make Kline Secretary of Agriculture. Kline has 
denied this. But Taft in his present campaign in Wisconsin will run head on into the big conflict. 
If Ike’s big success this week in Minnesota is any symptom of prairie sentiment, Taft faces a problem 
with Midwest rural voters. 


Douglas: It is currently rumored here that Senator Paul Douglas, Democrat of Illinois, has been 
offered the Presidency of Bowdoin College, his alma mater, and is seriously considering resignation 
from the Senate so as to take the position. 


However, few in the Senate would make any bets as to whether their colleague will or not accept — 
so unpredictable are the Senator’s moods that some dub him “the Hamlet of the Hill”. Certainly, 
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Douglas is in the doghouse as far as the leaders of his Party are concerned; and New Deal columnists 
have deserted him as a Presidential possibility in favor of Kefauver. On the other hand, the Senator 
can be stubborn and may stick it out in the upper chamber. 


Certainly, he is stubbornly continuing to uphold the independence of the Federal Reserve Board — 
a very commendable course for a Fair Dealer. Yet, even those sympathetic to this stand remark that 
he is actually “beating a dead horse” — meaning that there is at present no serious threat to the Board. 
Secretary of the Treasury Snyder and William McChesney Martin, President of the Board, seem to 
have achieved a modus vivendi. And the ferocious roars of “greenbacker” Congressman Patman go 
unheeded. The committee listening to Patman and Douglas seems to have receded into the far back- 
ground of the Washington show. Maybe Douglas will really go back to the academic grove in Maine 
and cool off. 


Thought Control: Congressman Reed (N.Y., Rep.) last week gave figures on the number of pub- 
licity people employed in all the agencies of the Government. “According to the last survey made”, 
he said, “there were 23,000 permanent and 22,000 part-time.” 


He mentioned these figures as Congressman Meader (Mich., Rep.) offered an amendment to an 
appropriation bill which said: “No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall be used 
for publicity or propaganda purposes not heretofore authorized by the Congress.” Mr. Meader 
remarked that the influencing of public opinion should not be the function of the Executive branch 
of the Government. 


However, he did not seem too optimistic about the results of his amendment. He recalled that 
Congressman Lawrence Smith of Wisconsin had offered it in almost every appropriation bill last session. 
“I urged him to offer it again today, but I think he is beginning to believe it is rather futile to include 
this language in any appropriation bills, because the Executive agencies proceed to ignore them.” 

Congressmen John Taber (N.Y., Rep.) broke in to say that the Department of Defense is paying 
thirty million dollars for propaganda articles. 


Mr. Meader said that he had found that the NPA (National Production Authority of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce) last September had 94 employees engaged in publicity and propaganda work. 
“They are still at it”, he said, telling of propaganda material from NPA which comes to him weekly. 
“Something ought to be done about it, in general, but maybe my amendment is futile because the 
agencies will go ahead as they always have and pay no attention to Congress.” 


Mr. Busbey (Ill., Rep.) had a happy thought. He asked: “Does the gentleman from Michigan 
think it might be a good idea to cut off funds of departments and agencies unless they do obey the 
laws of Congress?” 


But at this moment, Chairman Cannon of the Ways and Means Committee hastily intervened 
and announced: “We accept the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan.” 


Publicity Blitz: The White House put over a fast one, with the passage of the bill reorganizing the 
Internal Revenue Bureau. The wind-machines of the Administration effectively disseminated the idea 
that the measure would prevent further corruption by placing all the Collectors of Internal Revenue 
under civil service (magic phrase, which is not well understood outside of Washington), In vain did 
Senator Watkins remind Congress that 95 per cent of the Bureau employees who were recently dis- 
missed or forced to resign were under civil service. 


Apart from that aspect, there were other points raised in the Senate discussion. Senator George, 
with all the weight of his knowledge of such matters, warns that the President’s bill did not conform 
to the recommendations of former President Hoover’s commission on reorganization; that the bill 
would simply make more involved and inefficient the existing organization. Senator Millikin (Colo., 
Rep.) pointed out that there are two kinds of civil service examinations for applicants and the one 


called “unassembled” allows large “leeway in drafting standards and qualifications that will fit a par. 
ticular applicant”. The top jobs are usually filled by the “unassembled” method. Indeed, to old 
residents of the Capital, it seems surprising that anyone should expect new collectors to be chosen 
among any but deserving Democrats, so long as the Democrats are in power. 


In short, about all there emerges from this bill is that there will be more top Revenue jobs and 
therefore more expenditures. Not a few Senators stood out against it and blamed the press for a 
“studied campaign to exert pressure upon us’. 


Books: In 1948, at least one citizen, to our knowledge, voted for Mr. Truman because “he was 
good to his mother”. Mr. Truman is probably aware of this cogent reason for voting for him and 
as a sagacious politician has taken steps to exploit it. He got himself a writer by the name of William 
Hillman to catalog, describe and illustrate his major qualifications for the Presidency. The internal 
evidence suggests that Mr. Hillman put in not more than a few weeks on the job; which is about 
all a craftsman should require to collate Mr. Truman’s qualifications, as recorded in these published 
letters and diary entries. The fruit of this labor is Mr. President, published this week by Farrar, 
Straus and Young, Inc. ($5.00). 


More time was probably required by the photo-engravers. The book is a sort of a classy family 
album designed to prove that Mr. Truman is a nice family man, not very different in mental capacity 
and habits from most of those he asks to vote for him. You get a picture of Harry when he was six 
years old, and again when he was thirteen, showing that even our august President had to pass 
those important milestones in his career; and, of course, there is a picture to assure the reader of 
the fact that even our Chief Executive had a great grandmother, to say nothing of a mother and an 
aunt. (Where is his father?) Many other pictures are included in the family album, to say nothing 
of Harry in his nice new soldier’s uniform of 1917. 


Altogether, Mr. Hillman has given us an almanac-style piece of election propaganda which ought 
to appeal to the softer side of the American electorate. 


As Others Want Us: A friend, just back from a Carribbean vacation, reports that in the British 
West Indies the sentiment is all for Eisenhower and against Taft. The latter is abused as an “isola- 
tionist” and the islanders hope America will not elect him. 


Apparently, this is also the attitude in Canada, judging by a recent piece in the Montreal Financial 
Times, by E. C. Ertl. That writer says that “Eisenhower has become the choice of radio and press 
pundits in Canada” and that since he has thrown “a photo of his cap in the ring, Canadians are 
climbing on his bandwagon as if his advent somehow could solve all the world’s puzzles; this in 
spite of the fact that Canadians know even less about him than Americans do . . . we will climb on 
any bandwagon, as long as the man running for the Presidency does not claim that, in his heart and 
mind, ‘America Comes First’. Taft does: that is why he is so unwelcome.” 


Mr. Ertl differs caustically from his fellow Canadians about Eisenhower and Taft. “We applaud 
the bulldog-like refusal of the British government to throw its military and economic resources into 
the common survival pool of western Europe, to which geographic complex it undoubtedly belongs. 
Yet, it is unspeakably awful when Bob Taft suggests that the United States ought to start looking 
to its own house before going gallivanting around the globe looking for the grail that has long since 


broken. .. .” 


Mr. Ertl, apparently a minority of one in his. country, sums up: “The best Prezident that Canada 
could have at Washington would be a President who will be truly good medicine for his own country. 
And that, we venture to say, would be Bob Taft.” 
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IS THERE A “JEWISH VOTE’? 
By Alfred M. Lilienthal 


.... FAILURE Of our government to evolve a definite United States program for the 


Middle East and stick to it has jeopardized our position in this area. It has opened 


up the front door so wide to Communism that at this moment the chances of putting a 


halt to Soviet gains in Arab land are slim indeed. 

In 1948 the United States was facing the problem of whether or not it should 
implement a delicate international decision. Following a long and raging controversy, 
the United Nations had recommended the partition of the British mandate of Palestine. 
The international organization had no means of carrying out this ‘recommendation’. 

The American politician quickly cast the die. This was a Presidential election year. 
The National Democratic Committee coffers had to be filled. The Chairman informed 
the President that many large contributors of Jewish faith were holding up their gifts 
waiting to see what the Administration was going to do about Zionist aspirations. 

The political strategists did not have to remind the White House that the so-called 
Jewish vote with its strength in the large states of New York, Illinois, California and 
Pennsylvania was important for the re-election of a Democratic Administration. This 
had been impressed upon the President by Zionist leaders. 

On June 23 President Truman ordered the State Department to give de facto recog- 
nition to the State of Israel and to announce the appointment of James G. McDonald as 
Minister to the new State. Under Secretary of State Lovett questioned the choice of 
McDonald ‘“‘because of his close identification with the Zionists’. He was told by Clark 
Clifford, the administrative assistant, that the ‘President did not want any discussion of 
the matter but only action” as he directed. The United States was the first nation to take 
this step. 

This story, and the complete callousness with which considerations of international 
policy were subordinated to the whims of national politics, was related in detail in the 
Forrestal Diaries. ‘The late Secretary of Defense had labored alone and futilely to take 
the Palestine issue out of domestic politics. 

In the four intervening years, Zionist leaders have carried on their activities as if 


there were not so much an Israel State as a world-wide Jewish nation in which co- 
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religionists everywhere are associated. It is now apparent that the question of dual 
loyalties is a real one and not a frightening bugaboo: A continuous propaganda cam- 
paign of mammoth proportions has been conducted to win governmental grants-in-aid 
for Israel, to sell Israel bonds and to raise funds for the United Jewish Appeal. The 


emphasis in these drives is to foist a responsibility to, and political support of, Israel. 


In a letter dated January 11, 1951, opening the Israel Bond Sale, former Secretary 
of the Treasury, Henry Morgenthau, Jr., as Chairman of the Board of the American 
Financial and Development Corporation For Israel, declared it to be ‘‘a matter of the 
utmost American patriotism to see to it that the Israel Government Bond issue is a 


success’. 


Sixteen Zionist organizations, in a joint public proclamation launching the 1952 
Drive for $151,000,000, demanded support because “‘of the unique and irreplaceable 
responsibility to take care of the resettlement and rehabilitation of the record influx of 


immigrants”. The tenor of this approach has been maintained in full-page newspaper 
advertisements. 


Political action is advocated in bulletins distributed to the Zionist membership. 
For example, the members in Manhattan are warned “that only an alert and militant 
Zionist Organization can swing American public opinion to come to Israel’s aid and 
exert pressure on our Administration of the kind which proved successful in 1947 and 
1948 and without which the State would not have come into being’. This message 
continues to say: “We also recognize the fact that every Jew the world over will see his 
status enhanced or reduced by what Israel accomplishes.”’ 


N: WONDER that even the most tolerant person of good will must sincerely ask: 

_ “What gives? Are the Jews a nationality or a religion?” ‘To intensify the emo- 
tional pressures, a virtual air lift has been operating to bring Cabinet and other important 
Governmental officials from the new State to this country. At times it might have been 


easier to obtain a Cabinet quorum in New York or in Washington than in Tel Aviv. 


Nor should it be overlooked that every political party in Israel has its own counter- 
part political group in this country, each beating his own drum. There is intense bitter 
rivalry amongst these shades of opinion, but they all share in the common desire to 
dictate policy for the new offspring. This is one of the reasons why issues, which cer- 
tainly ought to be fought out only in Israel, are sometimes dragged into the American 
scene. The press in this country, for example, has carried much on the subject on whether 


Israel should negotiate with Bonn for reparations due to murdered Jews, even to, the 
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point of publishing letters to the editor on the pros and cons of an Israeli plebiscite to 
settle the question. 


id An additional contribution to the “tale of two countries” has been the intemperate 
appeals by Prime Minister David Ben Gurion to American Jewry to emigrate to Israel.. 
He has rebuked American Zionists for advising others to go while refraining from set- 
ry | tling themselves in Israel in greater numbers. To close observers of Jewish nationalism 
an | there was nothing remarkable in what the leading political figure of Israel has said save 
he | the fact that he had expressed it openly. This basic dogma of the “‘ingathering of the 
a | exiles” has been constantly reiterated in Party councils and has been set forth in all 
| published Zionist doctrinaire literature since the publication of Theodore Herzl’s book. 


32 .. TOTAL IMPRESSION conveyed by these activities has prompted American political 

leaders to further the goals of Jewish nationalism. ‘This, they were led to believe, 
of would be an effective method of catching a large bloc vote. Harry Truman has fur- 
et § thered his reputation of going one better in the wrong direction. The President will 
personally address the Jewish National Fund, which is tied in with the construction and 


development of Israel and which has no connection whatever with anything American. 





ant What all these “bleeding hearts’’ forget is that Israel foreign policy quite properly is 
nd § based upon a pursuit of her own interests, which may or may not coincide with those of 
ind the United States. The Israel Foreign Office has walked a tight rope, maintaining the 
ge strictest neutrality between East and West, always cognizant of the presence of the Red 


his — power not too distant from her shores. 


The Communist Party is a real factor in Israel, not so much through its own strength 


re but through other allies in the National Legislature (Knesset), such as the Mapam Party, 
nah which is Soviet-orientated. Only recently steps were taken to put the United States on 
ant | 29 equal footing with the Soviet Union in importing books, periodicals and newspapers. 
sen | For several years the Soviet Embassy has been permitted to finance itself with the proceeds 
from the sales of Russian books. According to the New York Times of March 10th, 
a survey of book stores in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem brought to light the fact that Russian 
et 1 books were plentiful and cheap, whereas the few English books were unsalable. 
“0 Immigration to Israel during the past year was drawn, as it will be in the future, 
an from Eastern Europe, Africa and Asia, not from the democratic West. The developing 
i culture of this State is more likely to be non-Western and semi-Oriental, which could 
al make it an easier prey for the Russians, themselves semi-Oriental. 


Israel approaches her problems from a realistic and understandably selfish viewpoint. 
















om ARE FACTORS which ought to stem the emotional blank check which some, in 
their enthusiasm, would give to the new State. Unfortunately, it is these articulate 
few who presume to speak in the name of the many. The overwhelming majority of 


American Jewry, for mixed reasons — fear, inertia, or shortsightedness — are content to 

remain cowed. Formerly, their silence meant nothing. Now, however, it signifies to 

the outsider a complete surrender to the idea that religious fealty to Judaism requires aa 

political loyalty to Israel. — 
Some have become aware of this. Arthur Koestler, the renowned writer and a 

devout Zionist until the creation of Israel, felt that Zionism and Judasim are now one (UM 

and inseparable, and that he could no longer be a Jew and a loyal British subject. He as 

renounced his religion. Others will, of course, continue the fight to return the Judaic Mide 

faith to its universalist and non-nationalistic path. be re 


These words are not written to build a case for bigots, who need no facts to support 






































their intolerance. They are written for men of good will of all faiths so that they may ms | 
understand this problem and act accordingly. All ghetto-thinking and ‘‘bloc-vote” jot 
tactics, which perpetuate this, should be ended. There is no deliverable “Jewish Vote”. Upp 
A letter from a sick soldier in the Letterman General Hospital, in San Francisco, is 
very much in point: “We have other ghettos in America beside Jewish. We have e 
English, Italian, Negro, Portugese, Mexican, Irish and the Japanese and Chinese ghettos, 
even here in the Oakland area — all seem to be of national origin first and American — 
last. I have never been capable of attacking any man’s religion but I have never been lates 
able to condone nationalism disguised as religion or religion disguised as nationalism.” 
These ghettos are constantly being kept alive by the politicians in their quest for votes. 2 ' 
ol é 
If America is to survive, it must grow up from a mere association of national, tota 
racial and religious groups into a strong federation able to serve the interests of the that 
country as a whole. This is what public servants must be told in this election year. 
Unless they act on the principle of ‘‘No Ghettos for America’’, the United States cannot Ri 
expect to become united at home nor strong enough to resist tyranny abroad. Sen 
An application of this basic principle to foreign relations would be far-reaching Int 
and might still save the Middle East. It would of necessity abruptly break up the com- tate 
bine of Zionist leaders and the politicians, but would restore sanity in a vital area. las 
What is required is a policy which is wholly in the national interest — which is neither 
pro-Israel nor pro-Arab, but simply pro-American. Ne 
ant 
Alfred M. Lilienthal, formerly of the Department of State, has written extensively on xt 
Near East and Zionist problems for HUMAN EVENTS, Reader’s Digest, American spi 


Mercury and other publications. 
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